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NATURE OF CHARGE : Adulteratmn Sect1on 402 (a) (3) the product cons1sted
in ‘whole or in part of a decomposed substance.

DISPOSITION : October '30, 1951. Default decree of condemnatmn ‘The :court

ordered that the product be sold to the highest bidder, conditioned that the

product be so rendered as not to be fit for human consumptmn, and that it
be used solely for nonhuman consumpt1on

17972. Adulteratlon and mlsbrandmg of canned herring roe. U. S. v.'13 Cases

# % * (and 2 other seizure actions). (F. D. C. Nos. 31027, 31028
31224 Sample Nos. 909-Li; 24868-L;, 24870-L.) '

LIBELs FILED May 4 and June 28, 1951, Middle District of Pennsylvama and
' Western District of North Garohna

ALLEGED SHIPMENT On or about February 16 and 19 and March 23 and 30, 1951,

by Cape Klng F1sher1es, Inc., from New Bedford, VIass

PRODUCT Herrmg roe, . 13 cases at Gettysburg, Pa 10 cases at Hanover Pa 9

and 27 cases at Monroe, N. C.. Each case contamed 44 15- ounce cans.
LaABEL, IN,PAR‘_I‘ “Cape King . Herrlng Roe

NATURE OF CHARGE : - Adulteration, Section 402 (b) (2),aroe other than herrmg
-roe had been substituted in whole or in part-for herring roe. :
- ‘Misbranding, Section 403 (a) the 1abe1 demgnatmn “Herring Roe” Was false
- and misleading. : -

- DISPOSITION :- July 30 and November 30 1951,  No claimant having appeared,
Judgments of condemnatlon were entered. The court ordered that the portion
of the product which was seized at Monroe, N. C., be destroyed and that the
other lots be d1str1buted to chamtable 1nst1tut1ons

17973. Adulteratmn and mlsbrandmg of .canned herrmg roe. U S. v.. 21 Cases'

*..% % (F.D.C.No.31798. Sample No. 4362-1.) .
Lieer, FIrep:: -On or about October 16, 1951, District of Maryland

ALLEGED-SHIPMENT: On or about June 22, 1951 by Cape K1ng Flsherles, Inc,
 from New Bedford Mass.

PropucT: 21 cases, each contammg 24 15—ounce cans, of herrmg roe at Baltl-‘

.more, Md. . et A
LABEL, IN vPART (Can) “C’ape ng Herrmg Roe.” . .

NATURE 6F CHARGE Adulteratmn Section 402 (b) (2), a roe other than herrmg _

roe ‘had been substituted-in whole or in part for herring roe.

Misbranding, Section 403 (a), the label designation “Herring Roe” Was'
false and m1s1ead1ng as applled to an artlcle Wthh cons1sted of roe other than -

herring roe.

DisposiTioN: November 8 1951 Default decree of condemnat1on The couxt
~ordered that the product be dehvered toa charltable 1nst1tut10n for its use
-and not for sale. : g ‘ :

17974. Adulteratmn of canned shrlmp U S. v. 28 Cases ,*" * o (and 2 other )

. seizure actlons) (F. D C. Nos. 31472 31473 Sample Nos 21659—L
. to 21661—L incl. )

LIBELs FILED : August 15 1951 Eastern D1strlct of Louisiana.

ALLEGED SHIPMENT: ~On or about October 12, 1950, -and January 3, 1951 from
Boston, Mass. These were return shipments.
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- PrODUCT: Canned'shrimp 31 cases, each containingﬁ 48 cans, . and: 23 cases, each
contammor 24 cans, at New Orleans, La. . :

Laser, 1N Parr: (Can) “Trl-More Brand Dramed We1ght 5 Ozs Wet Pack
~Small Shrimp.” T

NATURE oF CHARGE: Adulteratmn, Section 402 (a) (3)' the -article cons1sted
in whole or in part. of a decomposed substance by reason of the presence of de-
compOsed shrimp, and it was otherwise unfit for- food by reason of the pres-
ence of grayish colored shrimp Wlth a metalhc taste. :

DISPOSITION : September 19 1951. Default decrees of condemnatlon and’ de-
struction. ‘

17975 Adulteration- of f10zen breaded shrlmp. U. S.. V. 339 Cases *ox
(F.D.C. No. 31056. Sample No. 17757-L.)

Liper FIrED: April 18, 1951, Southern District of California.

ALLEGED SHIPMENT On or about March 12, 1951, by the McKown-Lrston Paclx-
ing Co from Nogales, Ariz. .

~ProbUCT : - 339 cases, each containing 24 12 -ounce packades, of frozen breaded
shrimp.at Los Angeles, Calif. Examination disclosed that the product con-
sisted of peeled shrimp, which was coated with insect-infested corn meal, and
a cellophane bag of powdered batter mix.

, LABEL IN PART: “Liston Shr1mp D1nner Qumk Frozen Jumbo Shl‘lmp ‘With

4 Spemal Batter Mix.”

__NATURE OF CHARGE Adulterat1on, Sectlon 402 (a) (3) the product consisted
in whole or in part of a filthy substance by reason of the presence of insect-
1nfested corn meal.

DISPOSITION ‘ May 14, 1951 The shlpper havmcr appeared as cla1mant and
_ consented to the entry of a decree, Judgment of condemnation was entered .
~and the court ordered that the product be released under bond. to be brought
into compliance with the law, under the superV1s1on of ‘the Food and Drug
Administration. The shmmp were thawed and Washed thus removing the
contammated corn meal and they then were rebreaded repackaged and
refrozen These operatlons resulted in the salvage of 2991%4 cases of the
. shrimp.

FRUITS AND ,VEGETABLES]
CANNED FRUIT

17976 Misbranding of canned peaches U S. v. 83 Cases # % % (F.D.C.
No. 31781, Sample No. 21858-L.) _ :
"LIBEL Fiiep: October 22, 1951 Northern District of Téxas. :
. ALLEGED SHIPMENT On or about July 28 1951 by the Mont1cello Cannmg Co.,
"~ from Monticello, Ga.’ ‘ .
: ‘PRODUOT 83 cases, each contammff 24 1—p0und 13 ounce cans, of peaches at
~ “Dallas, Tex.
. LABEL, IN PART: (C-an:), “Betty Ann_ Yellow Freestone 'Peaches' vHalves In
_HeairySyrup..’_’ | it _. } N S o
. NATURE oF CHARGE: . Misbranding, Section 403 (h) (1), the quality of the article
fell below the standard of quality for canned peaches since the article failed
‘to meet the test for tenderness-prescribed in the standard; the weight of the



